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October 13, 2010 
 
To: MLPA Blue Ribbon Task Force 
 
Dear Task Force Members, 
 
On behalf of Audubon California’s 150,000 members and supporters, we congratulate the 
North Coast Regional Stakeholder Group on its Unified Proposal and appreciate this 
opportunity to express support for the Proposal and linked set of Special Closures.  
 
MARINE PROTECTED AREAS (MPAs) 
The Unified Proposal comprises 13.1% of the study region, with less than 6% of this 
subset receiving moderate to high protection. This is a weak result compared with results 
the central, north central, and pending south coast network, in terms of overall protection, 
habitat representation, and size and spacing considerations as described in the state’s 
Master Plan for Marine Protected Areas, and gives us serious reservations about the 
potential for the Unified Proposal to fulfill the goals of the Marine Life Protection Act for 
the North Coast Study Area. 
 
We are, however, in qualified support of the MPA network in the Unified Proposal, 
because it represents “compromises that have been reached within communities and 
within the NCRSG…this cohesiveness, and recognition of the compromises that have 
been made, is essential to retaining the Unified MPA Proposal’s integrity and support by 
local communities … the benefits of adopting the Unified MPA Proposal cannot be 
overstated.” 1 We agree with this conclusion, and urge the BRTF to endorse the will of 
the Stakeholder Group by approving the Unified Proposal without modification. 
 
SPECIAL CLOSURES 
Special closures are crucial to the viability of seabird and marine mammal populations in 
the north coast. Breeding seabirds and marine mammals are prone to disturbance and are 
known to abandon their nests after as little as one disturbance event from boats, foot 
traffic or aircraft. This susceptibility to disturbance is the rationale for a 300-foot closure 
around the Farallon Islands National Wildlife Refuge; the six special closures recently 
put into place for the North Central Coast MLPA study region; and, for the initiation of 
the Seabird Protection Network of the Gulf of the Farallones National Wildlife Refuge.2  
                                                 
1 California Marine Life Protection Act Initiative, North Coast Regional Stakeholder Group, Marine 
Proetcted Area Proposal Narrative. September 14, 2010. 
2 McChesney, G. 2008. Evaluations of benefits to seabirds and waterfowl from proposed marine protected 
areas and special closures in the north central study region, California. MLPA Science Advisory Team. 



 
Few areas in California are in more need of these safeguards than the North Coast. Its 
abundant rocks and islets supports 40% of California’s breeding seabirds, over 500,000 
individuals. Among the 13 species breeding here are California Species of Special 
Concern Fork-tailed Storm-petrel, Cassin’s Auklet and Tufted Puffin.3 Seabirds are an 
integral part of the marine ecosystem, bolster the quality of life for residents, and 
contribute tourist revenue to the region. The North Coast’s rocks and islets comprise most 
of the California Coastal National Monument, managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management, which ranks seabird conservation as one of its top priorities for the 
Monument. 
 
In May the Special Closures Work Group, comprised of a healthy cross-section of 
interests, including Tribes and fishing, agreed to forward 10 sites for introduction to the 
larger Stakeholder Group. These sites were selected for their high importance to breeding 
seabirds and/or marine mammals as well as their negligible impacts on recreational or 
commercial fishing access or revenues.4 Each site had been identified as a seabird or 
marine mammal hotspot by the North Coast Science Advisory Team. Of the 10 sites, 
Castle Rock, False Klamath Complex, and Trinidad Complex are considered globally 
significant colonies in that they support 10,000-250,000 breeding seabirds.  
 
At its final work session, the Stakeholder Group agreed to forward seven of the 10 sites 
to the BRTF. These seven comprise less than one-third of the important seabird colonies 
in the North Coast study area, as defined by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 5 and 
would go far to safeguard the North Coast’s magnificent marine bird life into the future. 
We strongly urge the BRTF to approve this set of closures without further modification. 
 
TRIBAL ACCESS 
 
The question of the consistency and reconciliation between non-commercial Tribal use of 
areas protected through the MLPA, and the California Code of Regulations has vexed the 
North Coast process from the beginning. We agree with the Stakeholder Group and the 
BRTF that Tribal use should not be impeded by MLPA implementation. These uses have 
co-existed with North Coast ecosystems for thousands of years and remain entirely 
consistent with resource protection by almost any scientific definition. We also share the 
frustration of many on the Stakeholder Group – from all camps – that the State has failed 
to propose a creative solution to this issue which has served to undermine the process. 
We trust that in the near future the State will develop a legal or legislative solution that 
retains all features of the Unified Proposal and allows Tribal access to MPAs and Special 
Closures for ceremonial and other non-commercial uses. 
                                                 
3 Shuford, W.D., and Gardali, T., eds. 2008. California Bird Species of Special Concern: a ranked 
assessment of species, subspecies, and distinct populations of birds of immediate conservation concern in 
California. Studies of Western Birds 1. Western Field Ornithologists and California Department of Fish and 
Game. 
4 California MLPA North Coast Project. Potential Special Closures Discussed by the North Coast Study 
Region Special Closures Work Group. May 18, 2010.  
5 McChesney, Gerry. 2010. Important Seabird Colonies: Oregon Border to Point Conception, California. 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Newark, CA. 



 
AUDUBON CONTRIBUTIONS TO MLPA IMPLEMENTATION 
 
Audubon chapter members will provide in-kind support for the implementation of the 
Network and Special Closures through research, restoration activities and public 
education, just as they do in other parts of the state. 
 
For example, this past year Redwood Region Audubon, along with three other chapters 
around the state, completed the project “Share the Shore with Snowy Plovers” which 
engaged local students in an on-the-ground project that has yielded measurable benefits 
for this endangered marine bird. Also, Mendocino Coast Audubon’s Save our Shorebirds 
program has been monitoring shorebird distribution and abundance at key sites for four 
consecutive years. The program could be expanded or modified to monitor new estuarine 
or beach MPAs. Mendocino Coast Audubon also helped BLM staff prepare a brochure 
highlighting points of interest, resource protection initiatives, and historical facts for 
visitors who drive the Mendocino Coast. 
 
Thank you for your continued dedication and service to the Marine Life Protection Act. 
We look forward to your endorsement of the Unified Proposal and Special Closures, and 
to collectively supporting their implementation well into the future. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Anna Weinstein 
Seabird Conservation Coordinator 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 









From: Dwayne Patenaude   
Sent: Thursday, October 14, 2010 3:13 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject:  
 
This thing needs to start all over again with openness, willingness to listen, 
and transparency before a mistake is made. What a travesty to the American 
political process if this thing is rammed through!! 
 
 
My hope that any comment that I might have that will stop this process , is 
lessened by what I just saw with the Governor firing Commissioner Sustos after 
only 18 days.. With Sustos vote in favor of taking some more time for review, it 
is obvious to us now that there is an agenda that is trying to be rammed through 
before Arnold has to give up the reigns to the state.  
 
 
 
I am pissed that a vocal minority is about to change the recreational lives of 
the silent majority. We can start by voting all the bastards out in a couple 
weeks. 
 
Dwayne Patenaude 
 
 
 



From: Joleen Ossello  
Sent: Thursday, October 14, 2010 9:13 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: North Coast Unified Proposal Comment 

 

AUDUBON CONTRIBUTIONS TO MLPA IMPLEMENTATION 
 
Audubon chapter members will provide in-kind support for the implementation of the Network 
and Special Closures through research, restoration activities and public education, just as they do 
in other parts of the state. 
 
This past year Redwood Region Audubon along with three other chapters around the state, 
completed the project “Share the Shore with Snowy Plovers.” This program engaged local 
students in an on-the-ground project that has yielded measurable benefits for this endangered 
marine bird. Mendocino Coast Audubon’s Save Our Shorebirds program has been monitoring 
shorebird distribution and abundance at key sites for four consecutive years. Also, volunteers 
from Mendocino Audubon Society are monitoring both Brandt’s and Pelagic Cormorant 
colonies at selected sites on the north coast. These programs could be expanded or modified to 
monitor new estuarine or beach MPAs. Mendocino Coast Audubon also helped BLM staff 
prepare a brochure highlighting points of interest, resource protection initiatives, and historical 
facts for visitors who drive the Mendocino Coast. 
 
Thank you for your continued dedication and service to the Marine Life Protection Act. We look 
forward to your endorsement of the Unified Proposal and Special Closures, and to collectively 
supporting their implementation well into the future. 

 

 



From: kale Pastel  
Sent: Thursday, October 14, 2010 12:14 AM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: North Coast Unified Proposal 
 
To The Big Choice Makers, 
 
Hello my name is Kale Pastel. I am an avid freediver and recreational spearfisherman. I also rod and reel 
fish on occasion. I also enjoy scuba diving and just observing, photographing and immersing my self in 
the holy waters of the cold California coast. I try my very best to follow all of the regulations and above 
all maintain a deep respect and awe for the ocean environment and all of it's inhabitants. 
 
The amazing diversity and density of life in the north coast ocean is unparalelled from anything I have 
dove. I feel very blessed to be able to take small amounts of delicious food from the ocean to share with 
my loved ones. I thank you for doing the hard job of protecting that massive treasure chest of joy for us 
few brave underwater hunting souls. From my underwater perspective I think that you are doing a good 
job. 
 
I would like to express my support of the unified map proposal. I understand that you have a tough job 
and inevitably there will be people who are unhappy with whatever choices you make. I am happy to see 
mpas put into place and there is a place and purpose for them. But I beg you not to make these no fishing 
zones into massive closures. The people who enjoy these areas care for them too and we want to enjoy 
them when we can, when conditions allow (which can be rarely), and pass them on to our children and 
grand children in even better health than we find them today.  
 
In closing I just urge you to make these areas managable. I recently spoke to a scientific diver who gets 
paid to monitor some of the mpas here on the central coast. All the fisherman know that the area off 
piedras blancas has great topography and habitat and therefore great fishing. This area is now a great asset 
to have as an mpa which will hopefully help the environment as a whole. Something I found interesting is 
the very educated, very experienced scientist told me he was  unhappy with this mpa at Piedras Blancas 
because of it's size. It's just too big. There is really no other habitat for he and his team to compare to this 
area to as a whole because of all the small micro environments within it. This could be a unique offshore 
reef or a big cove that is particularly dense with bull kelp. Some areas in the ocean really are special and 
unique, to myself and a few other dedicated ocean enthusiasts some of these places are considered sacred.
 
I understand that science in this is not a perfect science at this point and I pray that you all listen carefully 
to the diving representative Brandi Easter because she really knows her ocean. She is literally a set of 
eyes down there that can help guide you. She has no money to be made or no debt to pay to anyone, just a 
labor of passion and love for the ocean and I'm positive that you share the very same love and passion for 
our great mother ocean.  
 
Thank you for reading this and for all of your hard work that will hopefully benefit all of us true ocean 
lovers. 
 
Respectfully and Sincerely Yours, 
Kale Pastel 
 











United States Department of the Interior 
 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
California Coastal National Monument 

299 Foam Street 
Monterey, California  93940 
Telephone: (831) 372-6115 

 
In Reply Refer To:             October 14, 2010 
8200 (P) 
CA-939 
 
Blue Ribbon Task Force 
Marine Life Protection Act Initiative 
c/o 1416 Ninth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: Marine Protected Areas for California’s North Coast 
 
Dear Blue Ribbon Task Force: 
 
I am writing in support of the use of Special Closures associated with the Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) 
initiative to establish marine protected areas along California’s North Coast region.  As the manager of the 
California Coastal National Monument, I have a strong interest in the protection of unique California coastal 
resources. 
 
The California Coastal National Monument (CCNM) is one of the Nation’s most unique national monuments. 
It consists of more than 20,000 rocks, small islands located off the 1,100 miles of the California coastline. 
Under the responsibility of the United States Department of the Interior’s Bureau of Land Management 
(commonly referred to as the “BLM”), the CCNM is part of the National Landscape Conservation System. 
Established on January 11, 2000, by Presidential Proclamation under the authority of section 2 of the 
Antiquities Act of 1906, the CCNM is among the most viewed but the least recognized of any of the Nation’s 
national monuments. As stated in the Presidential Proclamation, the CCNM was established to elevate the 
protection of “all unappropriated or unreserved lands and interest in lands owned or controlled by the United 
States in the form of islands, rocks, exposed reefs, and pinnacles above mean high tide within 12 nautical 
miles of the shoreline of the State of California.” The Presidential Proclamation recognizes the need to protect 
the CCNM’s overwhelming scenic quality and natural beauty, and it specifically directs the protection of the 
geologic formations and the habitat that these rocks and small islands (i.e., the portion above mean high tide) 
provide for seabirds, sea mammals, and other plant and animal life (both terrestrial and marine) on the 
CCNM. In addition, the Presidential Proclamation recognizes the CCNM as containing “irreplaceable 
scientific values vital to protecting the fragile ecosystems of the California coastline.”   
 
The CCNM Resource Management Plan (RMP), which provides the “blueprint” for the management of the 
CCNM and was completed in September 2005, identified “protecting the CCNM resources and resource 
values” and “seabird conservation” as two of the six CCNM major implementation priorities.  We are, 
therefore, very interested in and supportive of the concept of Special Closures associated with MLPA marine 
protected areas along California’s North Coast region.  This concept is very consistent with the objectives of 
our seabird conservation initiative.  As you are aware, California’s North Coast is a critical area for breeding 
seabirds, supporting the largest concentrations of breeding seabirds in the contiguous United States outside of 
the Farallones (This cluster of rocks and small islands, located about 28 miles west of the Golden Gate 
Bridge, is a National Wildlife Refuge administered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service). The rocks and 
small islands of the CCNM in the North Coast provide breeding habitat for a fair portion of this critical 
seabird breeding area.   
  
 



 
The MLPA North Coast Unified Proposal has identified seven specific locations that they have determined 
warrant “special closure” status.  These are three less than the original ten locations reviewed by the North 
Coast Special Closure Work Group on which I participated.  Working with the Trinidad Rancheria and the 
Yurok Tribe, both formal California Coastal National Monument stewardship partners, we agreed to remove 
two very significant locations, Green Rock and Flatiron Rock, from Special Closure consideration and instead 
develop another alternative outside of the MLPA-Special Closure process.  Because these critical seabird 
nesting sites are part of the important Trinidad seabird complex located on the California Coastal National 
Monument, the BLM, the Trinidad Rancheria, and the Yurok Tribe will be working on an alternative proposal 
involving a three-pronged community/partnership based approach with an outreach, monitoring, and 
enforcement component.  As a result, the remaining seven proposed Special Closures become more important 
and I strongly suggest that they all be approved. 
 
Each of the remaining seven Special Closure locations were selected for their high importance to breeding 
seabirds and/or Steller’s sea lions, as well as their minimal impacts on recreational or commercial fishing 
activities. Each location had been identified as a seabird or marine mammal hotspot by the North Coast 
Science Advisory Team.  The proposed Special Closures would contribute to the protection of seabird 
colonies considered globally significant.  
 
All of the remaining seven proposed Special Closures, either directly or indirectly, through coordinated 
monitoring or protection efforts, involve the California Coastal National Monument.  I, therefore, strongly 
support all seven of these Special Closures as a needed effort to help protect the dwindling seabird habitat and 
Steller’s sea lion rookeries along the California coast.  I see the use of Special Closures as a means of 
applying a more holistic approach to the MLPA’s marine protected areas, provides an important tool for 
helping protect critical seabird and pinniped habitats.  The use of this tool will demonstrate that the MLPA 
initiative is truly an ecosystem approach. 
 
If you have any questions or need clarification or further explanation, please do not hesitate to contact me at 
(831) 372-6105 or via e-mail at hhanks@ca.blm.gov. 
 
 
      Sincerely, 
 
         /s/ Herrick E. Hanks 
 
      Herrick E. Hanks 
      CCNM Manager 
 
 
 
 
 
 
cc: Lynda Roush     

Field Manager 
Arcata Field Office 
USDI Bureau of Land Management 
1695 Heindon Road 
Arcata, CA 95521-4573 

 



From: Chris Goldblatt  
Sent: Friday, October 15, 2010 12:45 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: MPA comment 
 
I realize that just about everything the fishermen have said has appeared to be listened to publically‐
however it appears that in the end it was all tossed out in favor of the maps that Julie Packard/Pews and 
the universities had their hearts set on‐ I am sure this was the design from the start. 
 
At this juncture the wise course of action would be to do the following 
 
a) realize that the MPA process has created terrible division between the ocean community and you 
must take action to resolve this incredible state of tension 
b) realize that the public now knows that the MPA's are idealistic and not scientific in nature‐ they also 
know that the "spill over" effect has never been proven and is just a sales pitch 
c) realize that the public understands that they have been lied in a big way too about the MPA's are 
somehow necessary for proper fisheries management 
d) understand that the public now realized that the Governor at the behest of Julie Packard and the 
Pews has changed DFG commissioners like he changes socks until he gets a panel of yes men ‐the 
commission is nothing but loaded dice and is not doing its job and the public KNOWS it. 
 
Best course of action: if DFG has any sense at all it will: 
 
a) declare a five year moratorium on the implementation of any new MPA's 
b) use the OPC/Monitoring funds to study existing MPA's and more importantly the adjacent open areas 
for change 
c) do a complete baseline stock assessment 
d) use some of the OPC funds to create a massive network of artificial reefs in the what will be the 
potential closed areas as a  way to increase biomass and offset the overfishing caused by the MPA's  ‐for 
$10 million bucks as a onetime cost you could create a reef system which will grow the biomass by 2‐3 
times its current levels. 
 
‐‐a constant state of conflict is BAD for the ocean and BAD for society‐if we change course and focus on 
making a massive reef system instead of MPA's then it will unite the ocean community, employ many, 
reduce the sense of an over patrolled police state on the sea and cut spending by 2/3 or more‐ Changing 
focus to a reef system will stop the current roe between the sides and restore trust in the marine 
science community which currently is seen as nothing but a bunch of self interested, liars and 
plunderers of public monies and trust. As a fisheries graduate myself (HSU 1998) I take offence at how 
misguided the MPA agenda is and the damage it does to the credibility of all marine scientists‐even the 
good ones. 
 
One purpose of the commission is to be a final barrier between rampant idealism and reality‐ it is the 
commission's job, just like a judge in a jury trial to put their foot down when they see things being 
manipulated by emotion rather than fact, reason and science‐ 
 
By following the above advice you will unify the ocean community, reduce tax payer waste during a time 
when waste is not looked upon favorably and most importantly you will enhance the biomass of the sea 
and prevent over fishing in the open areas‐ PLEASE DO THE RIGHT THING! 



 
The fisherman's push back movement is now a global phenomenon and becoming more organized and 
well funded by the day‐  I realize that big money NGO's think they can make law, manipulate the press 
and chart the course of all humanity regardless of how many lives they destroy to bring about their 
utopist vision of the way things should be ‐but in the end good always triumphs over evil and people will 
not just simply hand over their freedoms like yesterdays garbage‐‐so be assured the game is far from 
over. 
 
Long live a free and sustainable ocean! 
 
Thank you, 
 
Chris Goldblatt 
 







From: Mark Nicks  
Sent: Friday, October 15, 2010 3:01 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: mlpa 
 
There  is absolutely no justification for closing these areas to sustainable fisheries, especially sea 
urchins.  by changing the name from urchin barrens to urchin canopy does not prevent the urchin barrens 
from occuring in these newly created no fishing zones.  Consider exempting urchins from these zones 
and these areas just might have a chance to flourish, otherwise, denuded mlpa are the only outcome.  

mark nicks #13180 

 







REDWOOD REGION AUDUBON SOCIETY 
P.O. BOX 1054, EUREKA, CALIFORNIA 95502 

 
 
 
 
October 13, 2010 
 
To: MLPA Blue Ribbon Task Force  
 
 
 
Dear Task Force Members, 
 
The Redwood Region Audubon Society would like to take this opportunity to support the 
North Coast Regional Stakeholder Group on its Unified Proposal. While not optimal in 
its protection of birds within the region, we are satisfied with its breadth and ultimate 
protection provided the most important bird areas. 
 
 
Marine Protected Areas (MPA’s) 
 
It became clear during the process that all the locations along the North Coast that 
provide some significance to birds were not to be protected. The Redwood Region 
Audubon Society chapter hoped that at the least, all the areas that have been globally 
recognized as Important Bird Areas (IBA’s) would be provided protection within MPA’s. 
This was not the case. Understandably, some IBA’s also provided critical resources to 
other members of the community and therefore those areas were not afforded the same 
protection as other locations. In the end, we recognize the importance of a strong unified 
voice and the reality that concessions were made by all members of the community. 
Therefore, we support the current areas recognized within the Unified Proposal. 
 
 
Special Closures 
 
There are over 500,000 nesting seabirds along the North Coast region of California, that’s 
40% of California’s nesting seabirds.  The vast majority of these nesting birds are very 
susceptible to any disturbance.  Special closures provide some of the most significant 
protection from disturbance for birds along the North Coast region. These closures allow 
for areas such as rocks and islets that support significant seabird colonies to have 
reasonable margins placed around them, lessening the disturbance to nesting and roosting 
birds. Notably, the North Coast’s rocks and islets make up a vast majority of the BLM’s 
California Coastal National Monument. 
 
In May the Special Closures Work Group, agreed to forward 10 sites for introduction to 
the larger Stakeholder Group. These sites were selected based on their high importance to 
breeding seabirds and/or marine mammals as well as their negligible impacts on 
recreational or commercial fishing access or revenues. In addition, each of the 
recommended sites had been identified as an important seabird or marine mammal 

A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL AUDUBON SOCIETY 
 



location by the North Coast Science Advisory Team. Most notable of the sites selected 
were Castle Rock, False Klamath Complex, and Trinidad Complex. All three of these 
sites are considered globally significant as they each support 10,000-250,000 breeding 
seabirds.  
 
At its final work session, the Stakeholder Group agreed to forward seven of the 10 sites 
to the BRTF. Unfortunately, these seven sites comprise less than one-third of the 
important seabird colonies in the North Coast study area, as defined by the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. However, this remaining one-third will provide protection to a 
substantial population of seabirds in the region. Therefore, we urge the BRTF to approve 
this set of closures without further modification. 
 
 
The Redwood Region Audubon Society would like to thank you for your support of this 
process within our community. We realize that no one group would be provided with all 
that it seeks, and understand that a unified proposal will provide a stronger foundation for 
the community to stand behind and work with in the future. We look forward to the 
passing of the Unified Proposal as well as the special closures and the increased 
protection it will provide birds in our region. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

 
 
 
Adam C Brown 
Secretary 
Redwood Region Audubon Society 
 



From: milo vukovich  
Subject: North Coast array DRaft this work for u 
To: "flatland 
Date: Sunday, October 17, 2010, 2:41 PM 

 
It would be a travesty for the BRTF to make any changes to the unified array. Did the BRTF and 
the I Team lie to the RSG when they asked them to come together and compromise and try to 
agree on a single array. Did the I Team and the BRTF assume no RSG would actually 
accomplish what they were asked to do, allowing the BRTF to always create their own array. 
  
Is the BRTF going to try and use the excuse that the NC array doesn't meet some of the science 
guidelines, when they had no problems including many MPAs in other areas that met none of the 
science guidelines? Is the BRTF going to prove they were never really interested in the work of 
the RSG, and that it was just smoke and mirrors for them to create their own plan? 
  
 
Milo Vukovich 
President, SCAN 
www.abalonenetwork.org 
JOIN SCAN to protect your sport 
 



RESOLUTION LANGUAGE TO SUPPORT THE UNIFIED 
MARINE PROTECTED AREA ARRAY 

 
September 9 2010 

                                           

 
 WHEREAS, the California Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) calls for the 
reexamination and redesign of California’s Marine Protected Area (MPA) system to 
increase its coherence and effectiveness at protecting the state’s marine life, habitat, and 
ecosystems; and 

 WHEREAS, it is consistent with the MLPA and good public policy to redesign 
California’s MPA system in a manner that gives meaningful consideration to the 
sustainability of ecological, economic, cultural, and social systems; and  

 WHEREAS, North Coast fisheries are currently sustainable or rebuilding under 
existing regulations1; and 

WHEREAS, recent scientific research has demonstrated that the California Current 
Ecosystem is one of the most conservatively managed ecosystems in the world2; and 

 WHEREAS, Mendocino County, Humboldt County and Del Norte County are 
classified as vulnerable to changes in fisheries management measures3 due to factors such as 
high economic dependence on fishing, high community isolation, limited industry 
diversification, high unemployment, and high poverty rates; and 

 WHEREAS, the MLPA Initiative Regional Stakeholder Group unified during 
Round Three of the MLPA Initiative process to develop a consensus based MPA array 
(Unified MPA Array) that meets the goals of the MLPA while minimizing impacts to social, 
cultural, and economic systems; and 

 WHEREAS, we recognize that, due to significantly distinct ecological, social, 
cultural and economic conditions in the North Coast, the Unified MPA Array does not 
precisely meet all the guidelines established by the MLPA Initiative Science Advisory 
Team, yet represents an MPA network consistent with the spirit of those guidelines and the 
goals and elements identified in the MLPA legislation; and 

 WHEREAS, the long term success of MPAs will require acceptance by local 
communities; and although many community members do not believe any new MPAs are 
warranted, the Unified MPA Array represents a compromise acceptable to North Coast 
residents, including recreational fishermen, commercial fishermen and conservation 
advocates; and 

WHEREAS, California Indian Tribes and Tribal Communities are traditional and 
active stewards of marine ecosystems, and their continued gathering and use of marine 
resources is an ongoing and essential part of their culture and survival. 

  

 
1 National Marine Fisheries Service. 2009. Our living oceans: report on the status of U.S. living marine 
resources, 6th edition. U.S. Dep. Commerce, NOAA Technical Memo. NMFS-F/SPO-80. 
2 Worm et al. 2009. Rebuilding Global Fisheries. Science 325: 578-585. 
3 Pacific Fishery Management Council and National Marine Fisheries Service. 2006. Proposed acceptable 
biological catch and optimum yield specifications and management measures for the 2007-2008 Pacific coast 
groundfish fishery, and Amendment 16-4: rebuilding plans for seven depleted Pacific coast groundfish species; 
final environmental impact statement including regulatory impact review and initial regulatory flexibility 
analysis. Pacific Fishery Management Council, Portland, Oregon, 2006. 



RESOLUTION LANGUAGE TO SUPPORT THE UNIFIED 
MARINE PROTECTED AREA ARRAY 

 
September 9 2010 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the SCAN board of directors, 
that we strongly urge the Marine Life Protection Act Initiative Blue Ribbon Task Force 
support and adopt the Unified MPA Array developed by the Regional Stakeholder Group 
during Round 3 of the North Coast MLPA Initiative process.  

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT if the Blue Ribbon Task Force makes 
the decision to redesign the Unified MPA Array contrary to the recommendation of the 
RSG, then the redesign must be conducted in collaboration with North Coast Regional 
Stakeholders.  Regional Stakeholders have worked for months to design a single cohesive 
array that incorporates the unique ecological, social, cultural and economic conditions of 
the North Coast within the framework of the statewide MLPA Initiative Guidelines and 
MLPA legislation.  Because the alteration of any single element of the Unified MPA 
Array has the potential to undermine its cohesiveness, collaboration with Regional 
Stakeholders and local communities regarding any change to the Unified MPA Array is 
essential to retaining both its integrity and the support of local communities, factors that 
are vital to the long term success of the MPA system. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT any approved MPA array design will 
need to allow traditional, non-commercial, gathering, subsistence, harvesting, ceremonial 
and stewardship activities by California Tribes and Tribal Communities. 
 
 
Milo Vukovich 
President 
Sonoma County Abalone Network 
www.abalonenetwork.org 





From: David J Whittington  
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2010 1:56 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: North Coast Unified Proposal 
 

 
Cindy Gustafson, Chair, MLPAi Blue Ribbon Task Force: 
 
 
"I support the North Coast Unified Proposal." 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thanks, 
Dave Whittington 
Vallejo, Calif 





From: Lisa Shikany  
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2010 2:46 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Cc: David Tyson 
Subject: City of Eureka Endorcement of NCRSG Round 3 Single Array 
 
Attached please find a letter from the City of Eureka in support of the NCRSG Round 3 proposal 
known as the Unified MPA Array.  We trust this letter will be provided to the Blue Ribbon Task 
Force prior to their upcoming meeting October 25th and 26th. 
 
I would appreciate a reply to this email to confirm your receipt of our comments.  Thank you in 
advance for your assistance. 
 
 
Lisa D. Shikany  
  
******************************************************* 
Lisa D. Shikany 
Environmental Planner 
City of Eureka 
Community Development Department 
Eureka, CA  95501 



































   
Wilderness Unlimited - 22425 Meekland Ave., Hayward, CA 94541  

 

October 18, 2010 

 

MLPA North Coast Round 3 Summary 

 
Attn: Mr. Ken Wiseman 
MLPA-I Team 
Regional Stakeholders 
Science Advisory Team 
Blue Ribbon Task Force 
 
To whom it may concern: 

On behalf of Wilderness Unlimited, I object to the closure of the Rockport 
Ranch via the Vizcaino SMCA. 
I am Wilderness Unlimited's chief wildlife manager. I graduated from 
Humboldt State with a degree in Wildlife Management in 1980. One of the 
first properties I was involved with professionally was the DeVillbiss Ranch, 
owned by Soper Co. This property, known as Rockport is essentially the 
entire shoreline of the proposed Vizcaino SMCA.  
Since 1987, I have had the ranch's plan under my review each year. The 
stability of the Soper/Wilderness Unlimited lease program is truly a 
showcase as a private marine preserve. The aquatic habitat and wildlife are 
in excellent shape.  
It is a shame for the government and or government process to close this off 
to those who have protected it all of these years. The underlying message to 
private conservation is "don't bother". 
I implore the powers to be to reconsider the Vizcaino SMCA by  



1) Changing the allowable usage in the SMCA to include shore access and 
"recreational take" (Abalone and rockfish included) or  
2) Place a 1000' Richardson Ranch in the North Central MLP or 
3) Move the south end of the Vizcaino to a point on or above Frank Soldier 
Point. 
Respectfully, 

WILDERNESS UNLIMITED 

Manny Natsios 

Manny Natsios 
22425 Meekland Ave. 
Hayward, CA 94541 
510-785-4868            www.wildernessunlimited.com 
 
 



 
 

 
 

 
 

Delivered by electronic mail to:  
MLPAComments@resources.ca.gov 

 
 

October 19, 2010 
 
 
Chair Cindy Gustafson and  
Members of the Blue Ribbon Task Force 
c/o MLPA Initiative  
1416 Ninth Street, #1311 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: North Coast Round 3 Marine Protected Area Proposal 
 
 
Dear Chair Gustafson and Members of the Blue Ribbon Task Force: 
 
Please accept the following comments regarding the North Coast Regional Stakeholder 
Group (NCRSG) Round 3 Marine Protected Area (MPA) Proposal on behalf of Ocean 
Conservancy (OC) and the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC). Our 
organizations have been deeply engaged in the Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) 
since its inception, have participated in all four phases of the MLPA Initiative to date, 
and are committed to the successful adoption and implementation of a statewide 
network of marine protected areas. Both our organizations were represented on the 
North Coast RSG.  We are writing now to express our support for the NCRSG Round 3 
MPA Proposal and to offer our recommendations regarding the complex and critical 
issues surrounding North Coast tribal uses. 
 
In summary our comments address the following key points: 
 

 The BRTF has an opportunity to balance a range of science, conservation, social 
and economic considerations. 

 The North Coast’s unique characteristics support recommendation of the Round 
3 Unified MPA Proposal. 

 Recommendations on traditional non-commercial tribal shore-based activities 
and North Coast marine protected areas. 
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The BRTF has an opportunity to balance a range of science, conservation, social and 
economic considerations. 
 
OC and NRDC have great respect for the role of the BRTF within the MLPA Initiative.  
In each region, the Blue Ribbon Task Force has carefully reviewed stakeholder -
generated MPA proposals to evaluate how well the proposals meet the goals of the 
MLPA, comply with the scientific guidelines, and address a wide range of social, cultural 
and economic considerations. In each region, the BRTF has articulated guidance during 
the design process, and then given significant weight to RSG proposals that followed 
that guidance, while also paying close attention to public comment. In each phase of the 
MLPA, the BRTF has had to consider a number of circumstances unique to that 
particular region and in each region the BRTF’s preferred alternative has been a 
reasonable compromise involving trade-offs and a thoughtful balance of conservation 
values with social and economic concerns.  
 
As conservation organizations and strong supporters of the MLPA, we support the goals 
of the Marine Life Protection Act and are dedicated to high level of compliance with the 
science guidelines.  Our organizations believe that a stronger statewide MPA network 
will be more effective and will yield better results – benefiting both conservation and 
fishing interests in the years to come.  Frankly, in each MLPA planning region we had 
hoped for greater conservation value than the BRTF ultimately recommended or the 
Fish and Game Commission adopted.   
 
In each of the previous regions, the BRTF has had the option of recommending a 
stakeholder-developed MPA proposal that fully met science guidelines. Yet in each 
region, the BRTF has balanced all of the interests before it and instead chosen to 
recommend a preferred MPA alternative that reflected a compromise that did not in fact 
fully comply with the science guidelines.1 And in each previous region, our 
organizations, while preferring an MPA network that better met science guidelines, also 
recognized the important social, economic and in some cases legal considerations that 
went into the BRTF’s recommendation. Ultimately, our organizations have supported 
each of the BRTF’s preferred MPA alternatives before the Fish and Game Commission 
in recognition that the BRTF recommendations were, in each case, thoughtful and fair 
compromises based on sound reasoning and likely to endure. 
 
In the North Coast, our staff has worked diligently over the past ten months to build 
stakeholder and community support for an MPA network that would meet the goals of 
the MLPA and comply with the science guidelines.  Frankly, we are disappointed that 
the NCRSG was not able to develop a stronger MPA network that better complied with 
science guidelines. That said we believe the NCRSG Round 3 Proposal has 
                                                 
1 In the Central Coast, accommodation of a pre-existing kelp lease within the Año Nuevo SMCA created a 
significant spacing gap for several habitats in the northern portion of the region.  In the North Central 
Coast, spacing gaps were created when the BRTF developed the IPA by hybridizing the stakeholder 
proposals.  In the South Coast, the IPA contains several spacing gaps in key habitats – largely due to the 
BRTF’s decision, based on socio-economic considerations, not to support MPAs at Rocky Point on the 
Palos Verdes Peninsula. 
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considerable conservation value.  In addition, the fact that the NCRSG was able to 
develop one unified MPA proposal that has since generated wide support throughout 
North Coast communities is a significant accomplishment that meets BRTF guidance to 
create a proposal with cross-interest support. Finally, we believe there are several 
unique characteristics of the North Coast that warrant your careful consideration and 
ultimately your support for the NCRSG Round 3 MPA Proposal in spite of its 
shortcomings with regard to the science guidelines. 
 
The North Coast’s unique characteristics support recommendation of the Round 3 MPA 
Proposal. 
 
The North Coast has several characteristics that distinguish it from the rest of the state 
and the previous regions of the MLPA Initiative. Comparison of the geographic, 
demographic and fishing information contained in the Regional Profiles for all four 
coastal regions of the state provides ample documentation of these differences.2  The 
North Coast is remote, sparsely populated and has limited coastal access due to its 
topography, and for much of the year, to difficult ocean conditions and poor weather. 
For example, according to NOAA data, during 2009, small craft advisory conditions 
were in effect more than 50% of the time in the North Coast region compared to less 
than 5% of the time in the South Coast region.3  Significant portions of the North Coast 
are inaccessible by road and far from port: the famed “Lost Coast” in southern Humboldt 
and northern Mendocino counties includes more than 30% of the coastline in the North 
Coast region and is virtually inaccessible from shore.  
 
The North Coast has certainly seen declines in fish populations: species like yelloweye 
rockfish are depleted, and the average size of many species has declined significantly 
over the past 20 years. But cumulatively, the North Coast’s distinctive features result in 
a far greater degree of natural refuge from fishing effort in the North Coast than in any 
other region of the state and can rationally justify a lower level of overall habitat 
protection than is provided by the MPA networks in other regions.  Although not optimal, 
based on these unique conditions, we believe the NCRSG Round 3 MPA Proposal 
would go a long way towards meeting the goals of the MLPA in the North Coast region.  
 
We also believe that the fact the NCRSG developed one unified proposal deserves 
serious consideration in and of itself. In each region the BRTF has strongly encouraged 
cross-interest support in MPA design. Where RSG members were unified on MPA 
shapes and locations, such MPAs have always been included in the BRTF’s preferred 
alternative. Yet only in the North Coast has the entire RSG been able to come together 
and submit one MPA proposal. We believe that this accomplishment deserves your 

                                                 
2 For example, the North Coast region’s total population of approximately 250,000 is roughly 1% that of 
the South Coast region. The annual number of angler trips in the North Coast averages less than 10% of 
those in the South Coast.  The same is true for commercial fisheries where the current volume of landings 
in the North Coast averages about 10% of the landings in the South Coast. 
3 http://www.lajollasurf.org/buoylist.html & http://www.ndbc.noaa.gov/rmd.shtml 
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serious consideration. Furthermore, consumptive stakeholders have, throughout this 
process, made the point that adoption of MPAs designed with the support of fishermen 
will improve stakeholder buy-in and voluntary compliance. In this most remote of all 
regions, this prospect of high compliance is especially compelling. 
 
Recommendations on traditional non-commercial tribal shore-based activities and North 
Coast Marine Protected Areas. 
 
Ocean Conservancy and NRDC respect the long history of ocean stewardship of North 
Coast tribes and tribal communities and we value the traditional cultural practices these 
communities have engaged in for countless generations. We believe that protecting 
both ocean ecosystems and the continuity of cultural ocean resource uses by California 
tribes and tribal communities are mutually compatible, vitally important goals. We 
recognize that the MLPA itself does not provide guidance on how to address tribal uses 
within MPAs, and that these issues present complex legal, biological, and policy 
questions.  
 
We appreciate the efforts made by Initiative staff, the Blue Ribbon Task Force, and the 
NCRSG to understand and address the North Coast's specific needs, including those of 
indigenous tribes and tribal communities. We also appreciate the efforts of the North 
Coast tribes and tribal communities in sharing their concerns and interests with the 
MLPA Initiative. Unfortunately, in spite of these efforts, the challenge of ensuring 
protection of tribal interests and meeting the goals of the MLPA is not resolved in the 
NCRSG Round 3 Proposal. 
 
The NCRSG has been consistent in its support for ensuring that traditional non-
commercial tribal uses should remain unaffected by MPA designation. Members of the 
RSG have repeatedly stated their frustration with the inherent conflict between 
designing MPAs to meet science guidelines and continuing traditional tribal uses. The 
Round 3 Proposal clearly reflects this frustration. The NCRSG’s approach includes a 
blanket allowance for all tribal uses throughout all state marine conservation areas 
(SMCAs) and even for state marine reserves. This approach is inconsistent with the law 
and with existing guidance provided by the BRTF and DFG and clearly is not viable 
from a legal or scientific perspective. The RSG itself recognized these inconsistencies in 
the Round 3 Proposal and concluded that tribal use issues would need to be resolved 
by the Department of Fish and Game and the Fish and Game Commission. 
 
Ultimately, the resolution of legal issues associated with tribal uses and MPAs is a 
matter for the State of California (through the Department of Fish and Game and Fish 
and Game Commission or the state legislature) or for the courts. Although this complex 
legal issue cannot be resolved by an advisory body like the Blue Ribbon Task Force, 
how tribal uses are addressed is integrally related to evaluation of the Round 3 MPA 
Proposal itself, complicating the BRTF’s task.   
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We therefore urge the BRTF to forward the NCRSG Round 3 Proposal to the Fish and 
Game Commission with the following recommendations to the Department and the 
Commission with respect to tribal uses: 

 
(1) Recognize tribal uses as a separate category of use (e.g. “Tribal Heritage 
Use” or ‘Traditional Tribal Use”), rather than simply grouping traditional non-
commercial fishing, gathering and harvesting for tribal subsistence, ceremonial 
and religious and stewardship purposes within the category of “recreational 
fishing.” 
 
(2) Urge the Department of Fish and Game to consult with the individual tribes 
and tribal communities that would be affected by the specific MPAs in the Round 
3 MPA Proposal, with the goal of finding constructive solutions that acknowledge 
and respect tribal customary uses while improving the Round 3 Proposal’s 
compliance with science guidelines.  
 
(3) Urge the use of SMCAs or state marine parks (SMPs) on a case-by-case 
basis to accommodate shore-based non-commercial tribal uses. Shoreline 
“ribbon” SMCAs could be used within larger MPA clusters, could allow offshore 
areas to retain a higher level of protection than is currently in the Round 3 
Proposal, and could significantly improve compliance with science guidelines for 
all offshore habitats.4  
 
(4) Pursue administrative or legislative action to limit such shore-based uses to 
members of tribes and tribal communities where appropriate, rather than leaving 
them open to all non-commercial users, thereby improving the conservation 
value of such MPAs.  
 
(5) Urge the Department of Fish and Game to pursue co-management 
agreements with North Coast tribes that respect tribal expertise in ocean 
stewardship and management. 
 

We recognize that yours is all too often a thankless task. We are deeply appreciative of 
the role of the BRTF within the MLPA Initiative and thank you for your contributions to 
the State of California and your dedication to ocean conservation. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 

 
Kaitilin Gaffney      Karen Garrison 
Ocean Conservancy     NRDC 
                                                 
4 According to current DFG guidance, shore-based non-commercial uses may have to be open to non-
tribal members as well - at least on an interim basis. 



From: Adam Wagschal  
Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2010 10:19 AM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: Resolutions Supporting the Regional Stakeholder Group Array 
 
Please accept into the public record the attached resolutions endorsed by sixteen local 
government agencies (listed below). The resolutions support the adoption of the North 
Coast Regional Stakeholder Group Marine Protected Area Array Proposal without 
modification.  The resolutions also emphasize that if any changes to the proposal are 
considered, they must be developed in collaboration with Regional Stakeholders and 
North Coast communities.  Please ensure that the resolutions are received by the Blue 
Ribbon Task Force Members as soon as possible. 
 
List of Government Agencies Endorsing the Resolution 

1. County of Mendocino  
2. County of Humboldt  
3. County of Del Norte  
4. City of Monterey  
5. City of Point Arena  
6. City of Fort Bragg  
7. City of Willits  
8. City of Ukiah  
9. City of Fortuna  
10. City of Eureka  
11. City of Arcata  
12. City of Trinidad  
13. City of Crescent City  
14. Shelter Cove Resort Improvement District  
15. Humboldt Bay Harbor, Recreation and Conservation District  
16. Crescent City Harbor District  

 
 















































































VISGER AND ASSOCIATES, INC.                                                                                                                           
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING 

 

October 20, 2010  

Attn:  Mr. Ken Wiseman                                                                                                                                
MLPA-I Team                                                                                                                                   
Regional Stakeholders                                                                                                                                
Science Advisory Team                                                                                                                                 
Blue Ribbon Task Force  

RE:  MLPA North Coast Round 3 Summary      

To whom it may concern: 

On behalf of the Wilderness Unlimited Foundation, I respectfully request that you add the 
documented 1000' ribbon access to the current "Valerie" Vizcaino SMCA. Or at least apply 
the "ribbon" to the two miles of shoreline from the mouth of Rockport Bay to Frank Soldier 
Point. Another consideration would be to make finfish and invertebrate take allowable uses 
in the Vizcaino SMCA. 

For the record, the entire land parcel north of Rockport Bay to Usal Point is owned by one 
entity, Soper Co. The property and shore access has been managed for years by 
Wilderness Unlimited and is a heralded example of protection of natural resources through 
private stewardship. 

RE: the 1000' ribbon, we would request the same consideration established by the 
precedent in the documented action taken in the North Coast Study Region: 

On August 10, the following updates were made to Marine Map under the “North Coast 
Study Region Data Layers” list: 

Management Layers: Existing State Marine Protected Areas 

The California Fish and Game Commission approved an amendment to Stewarts Point 
State Marine Reserve (SMR) in the north central coast study region on June 24, 2010. This 
amendment applies to the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 14, Section 632 to 
establish the Stewarts Point State Marine Conservation Area (SMCA). The general 
boundaries of the SMCA will be from the mean high tide line to a line that approximates a 
distance of 1000 feet offshore, and from the northern boundary of the existing Stewarts 
Point SMR to just below Rocky Point, approximately four miles south. Take of all living 
marine resources is prohibited in Stewarts Point SMCA except the following may be taken 
recreationally from shore only: marine aquatic plants other than sea palm, marine 
invertebrates, finfish [as defined in subsection 632(a)(2)] by hook and line, surf smelt by 
beach net, and species authorized in Section 28.80 of these regulations by hand-held dip 
net. 

Published by Chris Macdonald on August 10, 2010 

 12865 Ridge Road   ●   Grass Valley, CA 95945 
Office (916) 649-4507   ●   Mobile (916) 812-2257   ●   Fax (916) 920-2246  • visgergeorge@gmail.com    
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I am the Wilderness Unlimited Foundation's (WUF) principal wildlife and habitat 
coordinator. I graduated from Sacramento State University with a degree in Biological 
Conservation in 1990, was a wildlife biologist for Jones & Stokes for 7 years and the Lands 
Manager for Wildlands Inc. for 5 years prior to opening my own business.  As the WUF's 
principal advisor, I oversee all habitat restoration and conservation programs including all 
administered by Wilderness Unlimited.  For nearly ten years I have owned and operated an 
environmental consulting firm, Visger and Associates, and have specialized in mitigation 
and habitat restoration plans, and conservation easements, and other natural resource 
protective measures. 

The Soper/Wilderness Unlimited conservation agreement is a true example of private 
conservation at work. While the ocean and shoreline are public, this conservation plan with 
the aid of limited public access and often-turbulent seas has left a truly spectacular ocean 
habitat. The 0-30' rock substrate provides unparalleled marine life (finfish and 
invertebrates) because the above-mentioned program has protected it.  Due to near 
impossible access, impacts to marine species are negligible, if any. 

It would be prudent for the SAT and BRTF to take the lead on Vizcaino SMCA and allow 
the Soper/Wilderness Unlimited arrangement to continue.  Wilderness Unlimited has a 
proven track record of unparalleled resource protection through proper utilization and could 
be an important ally for continued protection of additional properties.  

Too much good comes from the foresight of these conservation pioneers to allow a 
government process to bring it down. � �  

 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 Visger 
 
 
Principal Wildlife Biologist                                                                                                                  
Visger & Associates                                                                                                                   
Environmental Consulting 
 
 
     
 
 
 
 



From: Jeff Richards  
Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2010 9:58 AM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: In support of the Unified Array forhe North Coast MLPA 
 
I was a spectator during the Central Coast MLPA process and heavily involved in the North Central Coast 
process.  I watched in amazement while the BRTF smugly tinkered with the various proposals to create 
their Integrated Preferred Alternative that did not meet the MLPA conservation objectives. 
 
The North Coast stakeholders have agreed to one proposal.  This is a clear mandate from the people 
who are closest to and most concerned about the North Coast.  It is also a great indicator of a unified 
stance of the multiple and varied constituencies in the Regional Stakeholder Groups 
 
The Unified Array is supported by the following local governments, agencies and community groups: 
 
The Counties of Del Norte, Humboldt and Mendocino 
The Cities of Fort Bragg, Point Arena, Ukiah, Willits, Arcata, Fortuna, Eureka, Crescent City and Monterey 
The Recreational Fishing Alliance 
Partnership for Sustainable Oceans 
Salmon Trollers Marketing Association 
Humboldt Baykeepers 
 
I urge the BRTF to avoid the temptation to once again dabble and accept the Unified Array and send it 
on to the Fish & Game Commission intact and without reservation or the creation of their own 
‘Preferred Alternative’. 
 
Regards; 
 
Jeff Richards 
 
 



From: Lila Johnson  
Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2010 11:38 AM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: RFA Endorsed Resolution 
 
  
     The Humboldt Fishermen's Marketing Association of Eureka, California are in
  
     full support of the 'UNIFIED MPA Array".   
  
    We, the Board Members endorse this resolution. 
  
    Signed; 
  
    Aaron Newman, President 
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October 18, 2010 

 

MLPA North Coast Round 3 Response 

 
Attn: Mr. Ken Wiseman 
MLPA-I Team 
Regional Stakeholders 
Science Advisory Team 
Blue Ribbon Task Force 
 
To whom it may concern: 

I am requesting the Task Force to again review the south 2 miles of he 
proposed Vizcaino SMCA (Valerie) and then refer to the applicable portion 
of the Sapphire 2 map design that was proposed at the Round 2 Stakeholders 
meeting. I am confused as to where the pre-negotiated deal (not released to 
the public prior) called "Valerie" originated?  It left the south end of the 
original Vizcaino plan submitted by the SAT but extended the Sapphire 2 
plan of the Vizcaino SMCA an additional 2 miles excluding the DeVillbiss 
Ranch access area completely. The net result now is the proposed Vizcaino 
SMCA is the DeVillbiss Ranch, one landowner, essentially closing the entire 
6 miles of the Soper, DeVillbiss Ranch preserve. 
I have a degree in Animal Science with an emphasis in Aquaculture from 
UC Davis (B.S. 1986) and am an avid abalone diver and fisherperson.  I 
have spent many days each year diving for abalone up and down the north 
coast.  However, most of my abalone diving over the past twenty years has 
occurred on the DeVillbiss Ranch.   
I can tell you that the “abalone beds” located directly off of the DeVillbiss 
Ranch contain some of the best aquatic habitat and marine wildlife, in 
particular abalone, I have experienced.  In addition, although a very healthy 
and abundant population of abalone exists, the harvest of abalone is very, 
very limited for several reasons: 
 

• Access is very difficult.  Abalone Harvesters must scale steep bluffs 
using ropes to access the abalone. 



• This section of the coast has limited protection from the impacts 
associated with the ocean (wave action, surge and visibility) due to the 
lack of major substrate (rocks or topographical features) protection.  
For this reason I am able to enter the water less than 50% of the days I 
plan to dive. 

• Travel distance for members of Wilderness Unlimited many who 
reside in the Bay Area. 

 
With respect to rock or surf fishing I can offer you the following: 
 

• In all the years I have visited the property (since 1986) I have only run 
into one other person surf fishing. 

• In all the years I have visited the property (since 1986) the rock 
fishing has been very productive but just like the abalone the 
population is in fantastic shape due to the limited pressure from 
fisherpersons. 

 
Given the very low use of the coast directly off of the DeVillbiss Ranch I 
find it very difficult to understand from a scientific perspective why the Task 
Force is considering closing it to recreational use.  Again,  I am requesting 
the Task Force to again review the south 2 miles of the proposed Vizcaino 
SMCA (Valerie) and then refer to the applicable portion of the Sapphire 2 
map design that was proposed at the Round 2 Stakeholders meeting.  Simply 
because this is a private landholding without a “load” voice should not be 
justification to close it to recreational use. 
 
Respectfully, 

 
 
 
Weston Arvin 
Davis, CA 95616 
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